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REMARKS 

Claims 21-29, 74, aii4 75 were pending in the application. Claims 21-29, 74» and 
75 were rejected. Claims 21 land 22 are canceled without prejudice to or disclaimer of the 
subject matter recited thereiti Claim 23 arc amended. Claims 23-29» 74, and 75 arc now 
pending in the application. Cjllaim 21 is the independent claim. Reconsideration of die 
amended application is respectfully requested. 

The examiner requirdd a new declaration acknowledging the claimed priority 
applications. An applicationidata sheet addressing the deficiency is submitted herewith. 

The examiner objectdd to the abstract as being longer than 1 50 words. It is 
respectfully noted that the application was filed with a substitute specification on 
November 13, 2001. The substitute ^ecificaiion included an abstract con^iisting of only 
128 words. Thus, the abstract currently complies with MPEP §608,01 (b). The 
objection, therefore* should fee withdrawn. 

The examiner rejected claims 21-23, 25-29, and 75 under 35 USC § 102(e) as 
being anticipated by Lin et af. 

Claim 23 is amended into independent form, including all of the limitations of 
base claim 21 and interv^iing claim 22, Thus, claim 23 has not been amended 
substantively, but only to reeite explicitly those features that had previously been recited 
through dependence. Indei^dent claim 23 recites a system for supplying a consumer 
with electrical power. The I system includeti a Tuel cell device for generating electrical 
power, a fuel lank device foJ- housing the fiiei to be supplied to die fiiel cell device, and a 
pump device provided on tHe consumer side, for supporting a fuel supply from the fuel 
tank device to the fiiel cell device. The fuel cell device is provided on the consumer and 
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the fiiel tank device is a module that can be inserted into the consumer to supply power 
and removed from the consigner. The fuel is supplied essentially by the pump device. 

h) contrast, Lin ct alJ disclose a hydrogen canister fuel cell battery. The battery 
includes a base having al lesist one hydrogen distribution channel communicating widi a 
hydrogen canist^ for passagb of hydrogen to a fuel cell on the base. The examiner noted 
that the hydrogen canister islpressuiized, and asserted that it functions as a pump device. 
It is respectfully submitted that this is not the case. Lin et at. do not actually disclose that 
the hydrogen canister is pressurized, nor do they suggest that prcssurization could be 
advantageous. At column 3^ lines 64-65 and column 5, lines 34-38, it is disclosed that 
hydrogen from a source can|be poured in through the filler hole of an empty canister, at 
which time the hydrogen is iabsorbed by a hydrogen storing material. No prcssurization 
of the contents is disclosed. \ 

Even if (he hydrugenj canister were pressurized, a pump device, which is claimed 
as a unit separate from the flicl tank device, is very different from a pressurized canister 
provided as the fuel tank device itself A pump device is known by those of skill in ihe 
art to be an apparatus or 1 machine for raising, driving, exhausting, transferring, or 
compressing fluids as by thd use of a controlled means such as a piston, plunger, or set of 
rotating vanes. Thus, a pumi) device can be controlled and regulated, and the fuel supply 
supported by the pump device is substantially uniform and not sensitive to changes in the 
pressure in the canister, it is respectfully submitted that substituting a pressurized 
canister for the canister disdlosed by Lin et al. would not resuh in providing a pump« as 
recited in claim 23. As notbU previously, providing such a pump or even a pressurisiied 
canister is not suggested by Lin et at., and would provide no disclosed advantage. 



PAGE 6/14'RCVDAT12f16l2004 12:38:40 PM [Eastern Standv^ 



Sent By.: IP Strategies, P.C-; 703 248 9244j Dec-16-04 12:48PM; Page 7/14 



Application No. lU/018^19 
Amendment 



Page 6 



Further, the pump device recited in claim 23 is provided on the consumer side and 
not within the fuel lank de^ce (fuel canister)^ which is not possible for Lin et al, to 
provide if the canister itself; is considered to also be the pump. Moreover, pressurized 
canisters are disadvantageous when compared Lu pumps with respect to security aspects, 
cost, weight, and other confeiderations. The present application claims a system that 
better handles a fluid iuel th^it is driven by a pump. 

For at least the foregi^ing reasons, Lin et al. do not anticipate the invention recited 
in independent claim 23. Claims 25-29 and 75 depend from claim 23, and therefore also 
arc not anticipated by Lin al. The rejection of claims 23, 25-29, and 75, th^eforc, 
should be withdrawn. 

The examiner rejected claims 21-27, 29, and 74 under 36 USC § 102(e) as being 
ant) cipated by Kelley et al. ] 

Claim 23 is amendeil into independent fomi, including all of the limitations of 
base claim 21 and intervdiing claim 22. Thus, claim 23 has not been amended 
substantively, but only to exipHcitly recite those features that had previously been recited 
through dependence. Indepiendcnt claim 23 recites a system for supplying a consumer 
with electrical power. The I system includes a fuel cell device for generating electrical 
power, a fuel tank device fot housing the fiiel to be supplied to the fuel cell device, and a 
pump device provided on the consumer side> for supporting a fuel supply from the fuel 
tank device to the fuel cell device. The fuel cell device is provided on the consumer and 
the fiiel tank device is a mc^ule that can be inserted into the consumer to supply power 
and removed from the consigner. The fuel is supplied essentially by the pump device. 
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In contrast, Kelley cf al, disclose a porlable fiicl cell power supply. The power 
supply includes a fuel storage means for storing a supply of fuel, a fuel delivery means 
connected to the fuel storag^ means^ and an raergy conversion device connected to the 
fuel delivery means Tor convbrtiiig tlie fuel to electricity. 

The examiner stated jthat the Kelley et al. fuel cell is insertable into a consume 
device. It is respectfully submitted that this is not the case; Kelley et al. do not disclose 
that the fiiel tank device is al module that can be inserted into the consumer, as recited in 
claim 23. Rather, Kelleji et al. disclose connecting means for electrically and 
mechanically interconnecting the power supply with an electrical device. See column 2, 
lines 38-41 and column 5, lilies 20*24. 

Further, the fuel delivery means 120 disclosed by Kelley et al. cannot fairly be 
regarded as a pump device; because it doesn't embody the active principle of a pump 
device. As noted above, a ^ump device is known by diose of skill in the art to be an 
apparatus or machine for railsing, driving, exhausting, transferring, or compresfiing fluids 

as by the use of a controlled means such as a piston, plunger, or set of rotating vanes. 

'i 

Thus, A pump device can hi controlled and regulated, and the fuel supply supported by 
the pump device is substantially uniform and not sensitive to changes in the pressure in 
the canister. In contrast, th^ fuel delivery means disclosed by Kelley et al. is merely a 
regulator, which is used to regulate the flow of gas and reduce the pressure. Sec colunm 
3, lines 20-24. It is respectfiilly submitted that regulator is not a pump as recited in claim 
23, Further, providing a puiip in place of the regulator is not suggested by Kelley et al., 
and would provide no discloked advantage. 
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For at least the foregoing reasons, Kelley ct al. do not anticipate the invention 
recited in independent clain^' 23. Claims 24-27, 29. and 74 depend from claim 23, and 
therefore also are not anticipated by Lin et al. The rejection of claims 23-27, 29, and 74, 
therefore, should be withdra\yn. 

Based on the foregoiAg, it is submitted thai all objections and rejections have been 
overcome. It is therefore reqjuested that the Amendment be entered, the claims allowed, 
and tfie case passed to issue. 

Respectfully submitted. 
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